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Cohefion of the Parts that ave at Reft ; and 
tho two Bodies remain one by another, they 
make no Effort to continue to remain toge- 
ther, whether they touch one another, or 
not: But when there is a con{piring Motion in 
their Parts, which is difturbed by a Separa- 
tion, fome Strength is requifite to overcome 
that Obftacle. Nor is it neceflary , that in 
the confpiring Motions the Parts fhould: not 
change their Diftance. They may very well 
change it, provided chat fpontaneous Change 
be quite another Thing than a violent 
Change, which would occafion a Separation, 
and difturb thofe Motions: And the Parts 
of Bodies refift a Separation, not becaufe 
they have a Tendency to be divided; for 
in fuch a Cafe they would refift ftill, if they 
were altogether at Reft, which is contrary 
to what I maintain ; but becaufe they have 
a confideratle Motion , which muft be di- 
fturbed by a Separation. If thofe Parts 
tend to a Separation of themfelves, they 
help any one who would feparate them ; 
but when they do not help him, it does not 
follow that thay make an Oppofition, and 
fome pofitive Caufe is requifite for that. 

I own that fome Force is requifite to ex 
pel a Body from its Place, or to make it go 
fafter chan it would do of it felf; but if the 
Body D tends to drive 


the Body C from its Place, the Refiftance of 
rhe C,which leffens the Swiftnefs of the 
Body'D, has nothing in it , from whence it 


may be inferred that the Body B, tho no- ' 


thing tends to drive it out, ought to accom- 
pany the BodyC ; whether the interval be- 
tween B and C be great or {mall, or none 
at all. We moft therefore fuppofe, in or- 
der to produce that Union between B and 
C, or their going along together, fome 
other Reafon than Reft , or the Situation of 
the one by the orher; bur becaufe it oughe 
to proceed fromi Mechanifm, I can find it 
ao where, but in the confpiring Motion, Come 
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mon to fome Parts of the Bodies B and C, 
which conveys fome Parts from the one into 
the other by a kind of Circulation, and 
which muft be difturbed by the Separation 
of the Bodies. 

To fay that the confpiring Motions are a 
Fiction, is the fame as to fay that every Mo. 
tion isa FiGtion. .For, Sir, how will you 
make a Motion, unlefs there be fome Rela. 
tion among the Motions of the Parts? The 
very Nature of Fluids in Agitation leads 
them to thofe Motions, that are moft fit. 
ting. You fay, your Atoms have no Parts ; 
and you think it ftrange that I fhould fup. 
pofe one may concejve that an Atom A has 
two Parts BandC. Butare younot oblig’d 
to own, that one tw —— bn - A- 
tom D ‘again e Atom A, withour 
going Firely againft the Part B ; and in 
fuch a manner that it would carry C along 
with it, and leave B, if Awas not an Atom, 
or a folid Body ? There is therefore fome 
Reafon to affirm that the pretended Atom is 
not without Parts You muft -affign the 
Caufes of its 2 emity, if Imay fo fpeak, 
that is, why D cannot carry C along with 
it, without carrying,B at the fame: time; 
and you muft find a ftrong Glue to make 
one of thofe Parts ftick to the other, if you 
are not willing to have recourfe to the con» 
fpiring Motion. 

If you alledge only the Will of God for 
it, you have-recourfe to a. Miracle, and even 
to a perpetual Miracle ; for the Will of 
God works through a Miracle, whenever 


we are not able ta account for chat Will and: 


its Effe& from the Nature of the Objes. 
For Example, if any one fhould fay, it is 
God’s Will that a Planet fhould move round 
in its Orb, without any other Caufe of irs 
Motion ; I maintain that it would bea per- 
petual Miracle: For, by the; Nature of 
Things, the Planet going round tends to re- 


move from its Orb through the Tangent, if’ 


nothing hinders it ; and God mufticontinu- 


ally prevent it, if no natural Caufle does it. ' 


The fame ought to be faid of your Aroms ; 
for the Body C will be naturally carried 
away by the Body D, and the Body B will 


not follow, if nothing hinders fuch.a Sepa- ' 

ration } and if you look out for the Reafon 

of it in the Wilt of God; -you muftfuppofe 
a tia * ai 

may be faid ina very good Senfe, shat 

‘i Miracle, that is, 

Of- 


every Thing is a continual 
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of Admiration : but it feems to 
peace the Example of a Pjanet , which 
s round, and preferves its Motion in its 
Orb without any other Help but that of 
God, being compared with a Planet kept in 
its Orb by the Matter, which conftantly 
drives it towards the Sun, plainly fhews 
what Difference there is between natural 
and rational Miracles, and thofe chat are 
properly fo call’d, or Supernatural ; or ra- 
ther between a reafonable Explication , and 
4 Fiétion invented to fupport an ill-ground- 
ed Opinion. Such isthe Method of thofe 
who tay, after Mr. de Roberval's Arifiarchus, 
that all Bodies attra&t one another by a Law 
of Nature, which God made in the Begin- 
ning of Things. Foralledging nothing elfe 
to obtain fuch an Effe€t, and admitting no. 
thing that was ntade by God, whereby it 
may appear how he attains to that End, they 
have recourfe to a Miracle, that is, toa fu- 
pernatural thing, which continues for ever, 
when the Queftion is to find out a natural 
Caufe. 

You are in the right , Sir, when you fay 
we oughr frequently to acknowledge our 
Ignorance, and that it is a wifer Method 
than to run into Nonfenfe by pretending to 
Account for thofe Things, which we do 
notunderftand. But, toown that we know 
not the Caules of fome Effe&s , is a diffe- 
rent thing from affirming that there are fome 
Things, of which no Reafon can be given ; 
which is contrary to the firft Principles of 
Reafoning : ’Tis juft as if fome body had 
denied the Axiom , which Archimedes made 
ufe of in his Book de Aquiponderantibus, 
viz. That a Ballance, when every thing is 
equal on both Sides , remains in an Aquili- 
brium ; under Pretence that Things are not 
fufhiciently underftood, and that perhaps the 
Ballance undergoes fome Alteration without 
any Reafon for it. 

Thus the Ancients and the Moderns, who 
own. that Gravity is am occult Quality, ave in 
the mght, if they mean by it, chat there is 
a certain Mechanifm unknown to them, 
whereby all; Bodies tend cowards the Center 
of the Barth. But if they mean that the 
Thing is performed without any Mecha- 
niim, by a fimple primitive Quality, or by a 
Law of God, who produces that Effe& 
without ufing any intelligible Means; it is 
én unreafonable occult Quality, and fo very 
occult, that.'cis impoffible it fhould ever be 
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clear;tho an Angel, or God himfelf, thould 
undertake to explain it. 

The fame ought to be faid of Hardnef;. 
If any one acknowledges that the Mecha- 
nifm, which occafions Hardnefs, is unknown 
to him , he is in the right ; but if he pre- 
tends that Hardnefs proceeds from any other 
Caufe than Mechanitm , and if he has re. 
courfe to’ a primitive Hardnefs , as the Af 
fertors of Atomsdo , he recurs to a Qualis 
ty that is fo occult, that it can never be 
made clear; that is, to a Thing both unrez- 
fonable and contrary to the firft Principles 
of Reafoning , fince he owns that there are 
fome Things natural, that have no natura! 
Caufe. 

Thofe are alfo guilty of the fame Faulr, 
who admit an Indifference of £utlibrium , 
as if the Will could be determined, when 
all things are equal om both Sides both in- 
wardly and outwardly. Such a Cafe never 
happens: There is alwaysa greater Enclina- 
tion on one Side than onthe other ; and the 
Will is always inclined by fome Reafon, or 
Difpoficion, without being neceffirared : 
And f dare fay, that many Faults committed 
in arguing proceed from not duly obferving . 
this great Principle, shat wmorhing happen: 
without a fafficient Reafin forit A Principle, 
the Force and Confequences whereof have 
not been fufficiently confidered by De/carres, 
and many other great Mem. That Principle 
is fufficienr to deftroy the Paraum , and rhe 
Atoms, and Occul: Qualities of fome Phi- 
lofophers, and even the Firft Elemente of 
Defcartes, with his Globes, and many other 
Fittions. 

Thus, Sir, you fee why God could not 
create Atoms, that is, Bodies hard by their 
own Nature , Bodies of a Primitive and in- 
fuperable Hardnefs not to be accounted for; 
as he could not create Planers that fhould 
move round of themfelves, without any 
Caufe that fhould prevent their removin 
through the Tangent: For a Miracle at lealt 
muft keep the Planet in, and prevent the 
Separation of the Parts of the hard Body, if 
a Mechanical or intelligible Caufe does not 
do it. Granting the Poffibiliry.of Atoms, 
and the Impofhibility of a /araum, T don't 
fee why we fhould be forced co have re- 
courfe to a Firft Element, that is, to a Mart- 
ter altegether Fluid. Why may we not 
fuppofe the Space to’ be fil’d up with a 
Matter, that has different Degrees of Po 
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idity and Tenacity, as I believe it is the 
Nature of all Matter. 

Nor do I fee why hard Bodies fhould ne- 
ceflarily receive all their Motion from Fluid 
Bodies , efpecially from a Mafs altogether 
Fluid, or from your Firft Element. For all 
Matter being equally fufceptible of Motion, 
and equally uncapable of producing it in it 
felf, the moft folid Bodies may receive it, 
as well as thofe that are moft Fluid. Nay, 
it might be faid, that the Motion, commu- 
nicated to fome few hard Bodies, may ferve 
to account for the Motion of many Fluid 
Bodies ; and confequently that it is anterior 
inorder. Fora Solid Body, thrown into a 
Fluid} puts it into Motion , and produces a 
Kind of Circulation neceflary to fill up the 
Place , which otherwife would remain em- 
pty behind the Solid Body; and that Circu- 
lation forms a Kind of Vortex, that has 
fome Affinity with that, which we conceive 
round the Load-ftone. 

It ought not to be faid, that the Univerfe 
is like an Animal endued with Life and In- 
telligence : For then one might be apt to 
believe , that God is the Soul of that Ani- 
mal ; whereas he is Intelligentia Supramunda- 
na, and the Caufe of the World: And if 
the Univerfe was unlimited , it would be a 
ColleGion of Animals and other Beings ; 
but it could not be a fingle Animal. 

Your Firft Element is not more fufcepti- 
ble of Life and Intelligence than any other 
Bulk of Matter; and fince it is not organi- 
zed, itis not fit it fhould have any Percepti- 
on, which muft always anfwer the Aétions 
of Organs , if you will have Nature to a& 
orderly and coherently. 

You fay, Sir, that tis impoflible for us 
to apprehend how a Subftance comes to 
have Life and Perception; and you are in 
the Right, when the Queftion is about Par- 
ticulars and the Beginning of Things. But 
perhaps yon will own, that the thing is more 
intelligible in my Syftem of the Pre-efa- 
bli fh'd Harmony, by conceiving that our Spi- 
ritual Subftances do naturally reprefent 
what happens in that Part of Matter, to 
which they are united. 

I have fufficiently anfwered thofe, who 
objetted to me that fuch a Syftem was in- 
confiftent with Free-will ; for God knowin 
what Mens Minds would freely chufe in 
time, adapted their Bodies to it before 
hand, Mr. Jaquelet, who raifed fuch an 
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Objeétion againft: me by Word of Mouth, 
was fatished with my Anfwer, as he owned 
in his Book againft Mr. Bayle: Nay, he has 
cleared it with an elegant Comparifon. J 
have anfwered Father Lami’s Objedtion in 
the fame Manner ; and my Anfwer has ben 
inferted in the fournal des Scavans. When 
Mr. Bernoudi was Profeflor at Groningen, he 
maintained fome Thefes, wherein he vin. 
dicated my Opinion concerning the Pre. 
eftablifbed Harmony. 

To conclude, the Imperfeftions obferva. 
ble in the Univerfe are like the Diffonances 
of an Excellent Piece of Mufick, which 
contribute to render it more perfe&, in the 
Opinion of the beft Judges. And therefore 
it cannot be faid, that when God created 
the World, he made an imperfe& Machine; 
’Tis true there are fome Machines in this 
World, that have not aiways, and from the 
Beginning, all che Perfection that they are 
capable or. 

I return you many Thanks, Sir, for your 
good Wifhes about the Beginning of the 
New Year; and I wilh you ey long con- 
tribute to the Improvement of the Sciences, 
being with great Zeal, 


SIR, 
Your moft Humble, . 
Hanover, 
Feb, 10. 371% and moft Obedient Servant, 


LEIBNITZ. 


If. 
M. Hartfoeker's 4nfwer to M. Leibnitz. 


SIR, 


] Cannot tell whether I want Penetration, 
4 or whether Tam too much prepoflefs'd 
in Favour of my Atoms, to underftand the 
Arguments, whereby you endeavour to 
prove your con{piring. Motions. Matter is 
eternal, according to fome Heathens; or it 
was created, according to the Moderns: 
If the Firft Affertion were true, nothing 
could hinder us from believing, that Matter 
is divided into Bodies of a-perfe&t Hardnefs, 
and that it is fuch by its own Nature. But 
if God created it, I defire you to tell me, 
whether he could not have created it, as he 
might 














might have wifh’d it fhould be, either for an 
Inftant, or for a limited Time, or for ever, 
without making ufe of any other thing but 
his bare Will. If fome Mechanifm is re- 
quilite for that, I freely confefs that I am 
ignorant of it: As for what concerns your 
Con{piring Motions, I dont underftand them. 
A Body may be at Reft, or in Motion ; and 
as the Quantity of. its Motion is meafured 
by the Product of its Bulk with its Swift- 
nefs, it has a very little Motion, if it be ve- 
ry {mall, and moves very flowly : But fince 
a Body, which has a very little Motion, may 
eafily be turn’d afide , and receive any Mo- 
tion communicated toit, how comes it that 
the Parts of a Diamond, which doubtelefs 
have a very little Motion, (if it be true 
that they have any, ) are fo connected toge- 
ther , that they make up a Body of fuch a 
Hardnefs ? I fay it has fuch a Hardnefs, be- 
caufe ic is compofed of Bodies of a perfec& 
and invincible Hardnefs, as all the Bodies of 
this vifible World are, without excepting 
Weter, Air, the Ather, and the moft Fluid 
Bodies. Water is fluid for no other Reafon, 
but becaufe the {mall Bodies perfe&lly hard, 
of which it confifts, are only hollow Balls, 
which the Gravity of the Atmofphere can- 
not join together: But when they touch one 
another by their Holes, they may then, like 
finall Planes, form what we call Ice. And 
a Diamond is hard, and continues to be fo 
for feveral Ages, becaufe the. fmall Bodies 
perfectly bok of which it is compofed, are 
ftrongly linked together bythe Atmofphere 
of the Earth, that lies heavy upon them. 

If you don’e admit {mall extended, folid, 
and hard Maffes to be the Principles of all 
fenfible Bodies, I challenge you, Sir, to ex 
plain in an intelligible Manner the conftane 
Hardnefs of fome, the Fluidity. of others, 
&:. Give me.fome Materials, if you will 
have me to bnild a Houfe; for otherwife I 
could not raife any Edifice , tho’ I were the 
beft Archite€&t in the World. You tell me, 
Sir, that whoever fays, That comfpiring Moti 
ous are a mere Fiftion, might as well fay, That 
any Motion w a. Filion. I deny that Confe- 
quence. I know there is a vaft Number of 
Bodies, that have fome relation with: their 
Motions; but I affirm, that no Motion 
whatfoever can produce the Hardnefs of 
Bodies. The Parts of Bodies ( fay you) refit 
4 Separation, not becaufe they have but a little 
Tindency to be divided ; for in fuch a Cafe, they 
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would refift fill, if they were altogether at ref} 


which is contrary to what I maintain; but be 
caufe they have a confiderable Motion, which muft 
be di fturbed by a Separation. I confefs, Sir, 


r4r 


that I have not Wit or: to apprehend 
what you mean, and much lefs what fol- 
lows: If the Parts tend to a Separation of 
themfelves, they help any one that woald feparate 
them; but when they do not help him , it does 
not follow that they make fome Oppofition, and # 
pofiive Caufe is requifite firthat. What con- 
fiderable Motion can there be in the Parts of 
a Diamond, which continues for feveral 
Ages without any Alteration? If you do 
not underitand by the Word Motion fome- 
thing , that is quite different from the com- 
mon Notion of it, what is it you call the 
Tendency of the Parts of @ Rody to a Separation» 
or to unite themfelves together? Laftly , what 
do you mean, Sir, by thefe Words, Jf the 
Parts tend to @ Separation, of themfelves, &o. 
Ic feems to me, Sir, if I may be allowed to » 
fpeak the Truth, that you ufe the Words 
Tendency and Tending; without fixing any Idea 
tothem, You fay , that if I sledge om/y the 
Will of God for the Hardnefs of my Atoms, 
I have recourfe to a Miracle, and even to a pers 
petual Miracle. Let it-be fo: I would have 
recourfe to it, as you would be obliged to 
do the fame: for the continual Exiftence of 
your confpiring Motions , if there was any 
fuch thing; and if the Will of God was 
fufficient for that, it feems to me that it is 
alfo fufficient for the Exiftence of my 
Atoms. | | 
You goon thus, If any one fhould fay, it is 
God's Will that a Planet fhould move round in 
its Orb, without any other Caufe of its Motion ; 
I maintain that it would be a perpetual Miracle 
&c. I might juftly laugh at fuch a Philo- 
fopher, as I would laugh at a Man, who 
would be accounted an Archite&t, and yet 
could not raife any Building, tho he had all: 
the Materials requifite for that Purpofe: 
But the beft Archice& will do nothing with- 
out Materials , as the beft Philofopher will 
not explain the perpetual Conftancy of Na- 
ture without Atoms, which ought to be 
granted him. You add, By the Nature of 
Things, the Planet going round tends to ree 
move from its Orb through the Tangent, if nos 
thing binders it , and God mufl continually pres 
vent it, if no natural Caufe does it. For my 
own part, I believe, Sir, that Planets might 
remain at a certain Diftance from the Sun 
withouc « 
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‘chout any circular Motion , becaufe they 
Weald be upported by their Atmofpheres, 


as I have fufficiently fhewed in the Anfwer 
to the Objeétions raifed againft my Conje- 
ures; and I believe that Sir [fase Newton, 
and all thofe who have afferted the fame O. 
pinion before and after him , are miftaken , 
when they affirm that Planets keep in their 
Orbs, becaufe they tend to remove through 
the Tangent ; for certainly no Vis centrifuga 
ought to be admitted in Bodies , that are in 
quilibrium with the Matter in which they 
fwim, and by which they are moved round. 
If the Planets were only moved by their 
ovn Motion, it would be another thing. 
You tell me, Sir, Are you not obliged to 
own, that one map conecive than an Atom D 
goes again the Atom A, without going directly 


A 
1BIC| 








| D | 


again the Part B, &c. Without doubt, Sir. 
But I maintain , thac che Atom D, ftriking 
againft the Part € of the Atom A, could 
never divide it from the Part B, tho it went 
a Hundred Thoufind Millions of Times 
fatter than a Canon. ball, becaufe there would 
happen fomething contrary to the Will of 
God, who will have the Bodies, call’d A- 
toms, to have a perfe& and unfurmountable 
Hardnefs. And rherefore I rightly maintzin, 
that an Atom is a folid Mafs, and a little 
Whole without Parts, I mean,without Parts 
that can be feparated one from another. If 
the Body A wasnot an Atom, but compo- 
fed of Two Atoms B and C, the Atom C 
might without any Difficulty be feparated 
from the Atom B, were they not linked to- 
gether by the Gravity of the Atmofphere of 
the Earth, or by fome other Caufe. 

Granting the Pofitility of Atoms fay you,end 
she Impoffibility of a Vacuum , J don’t fee why 
we fhould be forced to have recourfe tea Firft 
Element, that #, t0 @ Matter altogether fluid. 
Why may we not [uppofe the Space to be fil d up 
with @ Master that bas different Degrees ef Flu. 
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idity and a as I believe it uw the Natyy; 
of all Matter ? But whoever grants the Pof. 
fibiliry of Atoms, muft neceffarily admit, 
either a Vaucum, or the Firft Element, thar 
it may ferve them inftead of a Vacuum, [If 
any one fhould pretend ro admit the Motion 
of Atoms without a Vacuxm, or without 
my firft Element , and bring ina Matter of 
different Degrees of Fluidity and Tenacity, 
he would fall into a manifeft Contradj. 
&ion; and I cannot apprehend, Sir, how 
fuch a Thing could come into your 
Mind. When you call my firft Element 
a Matter perfeétly fluid , you are miftaken, 
Sir, fince there is a greatrer Difference be. 
tween that Element and Matter, than be. 
tween Light and Darknefs. You will doubr. 
lefs ask me, Sir, what my firft Element is. 
I anfwer that I don’t know it, and that per. 
haps itis a Subftance, or fomething , from 
which thofe Beings are taken, that are call'd 
Minds, and which continue to be fo by the 
Will of God; that is, they continue to 
have Life and Intelligence for a limited 
Time, or for ever. And indeed how can 
it be proved, that whatever is extended muft 
neceflarily be Matter, and that an extended 
Being cannot become a Mind , be endued 
with Intelligence , Gc. Matter is uncapa- 
ble of any Motion, by its own Nature ; 
and I look upon my firft Element as an A- 
gent, and an immaterial Extenfion ; and 
therefore I maintain that Matter receives its 
Motion from the firft Element, as rhat Ele- 
ment receives it from God. F have faid that 
the Univerfe is like an Animal, rhat has Life 
and Intelligence, becaufe F conceive that 
the firft Element may be endued with Life 
and Intelligence under the Direftion of 
God, and move Bodies thar cannot move 
themfelves; and I don’r fee why any one 
fhould be apr to infer from thence, that God 
is the Sou] of the Univerfe, or rather, the 
Univerfe it felf , according rorhe moft an- 
cient Philofophers. I know not whether 
my firft Elemene be organized, or not; nor 
how it ought to be, to have Life , or Intel- 
ligence; whether it be requifire that it 
fhould be united to an organized Body , or 
not, Oe. But it feems to me, that God 
miy beftow Intelligence upon a Portion of 
my firft Element, either for a limited Time, 
or forever , and give it the Liberty and 
Power of moving the Bodies, &r as we are 
confcious that we have fuch a wanes oo 
uc 
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fach a Power. I have faid, that there are 
many Pieces in the Univerfe , that remain 
imperfed, becaufe I believe thereare Beings 
{ubordinate to God, which continually work 
on them with a full Liberty ; but thofe Be. 
ings are not always fuccefsful, becaufe they 
bave not an infinite Power, and becaufe the 
Irregularity of the Matter does not allow. 
f it. 
. You tell me, Sir, that you have fafficiently 
ax{wered thofe, who objetted to { you }, that 
[your] SyPem was inconfiftent with Free Wil ; 
far God knowing what Men's Minds would freely 
chafeim time , adapted their Bbdies to it before. 
band. But, if we.admic that God knows 
what human Minds will chufe , it feems to 
me that we. ought to acknowledge ac the 
{ame time, that they are-not free ; and if we 
maintain that they are free , and that God 
bas beftowed upon them a Liberty, whereby 
they have an abfolute Command over their 
Aftions , one would think he has deprived 
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himfelf of his Foreknowledge , and knows 
not whether , or no, they will do thofe 
Things, which he has left ro their Freedom. 
But I confefs, Sir, that this Matter is too 
much above my Reach to determine any 


Thing about it. I am with all imaginable . 
Zeal and Refpe&, 


SIR, 
Duffeldorp, 


March 13, 17:8. 


Your moft Hamble, &c. 


NICOLAS HARTSOEKER. 


T foal publih the folowing Letters’, affoon as 
they come to my Hands. 





PARIS. 


N excellent Book, confifting of Obfer- 
vations upon Agriculture and Gar- 
dening, has been lately publifh’d. 


Obfervations far T Agricaleare & lé Fardi- 
nage, pour feryir d'infirudion a ceux’ qui difire 
rout de {°y rendre habiles. Par M. Angran de 
Rueneuve, Confeider du Roy en T Eleéion d'Or- 
leans. Paris, 1712. Two Volumes in 12. 
Pagg. 384, and 436y) \>»" ' 


ThisWork is written'with greatPerfpicuity 
and contains, befides the Text, manyRemarks, 
wherein the Author explains the Terms of 
Art, defcribes the Pimag oe Plants and their 


irtues, and makes feveral ufeful Re- 
fexions, 


‘ 


FATHER Dorign 
of Pather Pefewin. 


has publith'd the Life 


“ 


~~Riome in the 


eg ther Church of’ Rome, efpecially 


La Vie du Pere Antoine Peffevin, de la Come 
pagnie de Fefus : Ot Tom voit [Hifteire des im- 
portantes Negotiations aufquelics il a eté employ 
en qualité de Nonce de Sa Saintete, en Sucde, em - 
Pologne, @ en Mofcovie, Orc. Paris, 1712. 
In 120. Pagg. 541. 


Antony Pofevin was born at Mantua in the ~ 
Year 1534. of a good Family, but of an in- 
different Fortune. He went through his 
School Learning at Rome, whither he was 
fent - eee and = a fhort — made a 
great Progrefs in Eloquence, Philofophy, 
and the Learned Languages: Cardinal Her-' 
cules de Gonzsga;, Brother, to the Duke of 
Mentus , made him his Secretary , and ine- 
trufted him with the Education of Francs 
and Scipio de Gonzaga his Nephews. He ftu- 
died the SacredWritings at Padua. He was 
admitted into the Society of rhe Jefuits at 
Year i559. Father Laynez his 
General fent him into Savoy, where he en- 
deayouged reconcile -over the Progeftagts, 

in 


‘* ” 
a 4 
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‘the -Vallies cf Lucerne and  Angrogne. 
“The Proteftants of Quiers, fays the Author, 
ufed their Endeavours to perfuade him to 
embrace their Religion, and told-him he 
might depend upon a Young, Noble, Rich, 
and Beautiful Wife, and the firft Place in 
the Miniftry of the Gofpel. But Father 
Pofevin anfwered them, “* Gentlemen, if 
“you knew the Beauty of Continence, far 
“ from making fueh an Offer to me, you 
“ would doubtlefs endeavour to know the 
‘* Happinefsof a chaft Life by your own 
“ Experience. For my part, I look upon 
‘* Cheftity as a Bride, which Heaven has 
“ beltowed upon me; and I hope, with 
‘““ God's Bleffing, I fhall never pare with 
“ her %”. -In 1561, che went to Lyons, 
and‘had a Publick Conference with Peter Vi- 
ret, a Famous Proteftant Divine. After- 
wards Father Poffevin , who had made him- 
felf Mafter of the French Language, ,preach- 
ed at Rouen, Marfeilles, Tours, and in many 
other Cities of France, with great Succefs. 
He returned to Rome in 1572. where he 
applied himfelf to the Converfion of the 
jews. panos 


The Pope fent him into Sweden, as his 
Nuncio, in hopes that he might bring over 
Fobn II1. into the Bofom of the Church of 
Rome ; andthen he fent him into Mufcovy 
(in 1581.) to conclude a Treaty between 
the Czar and the King of Poland. 





% I have read fomewhere that Father 
Pefevin was fo great an Enemy of all impure 
Thoughts , that whenever he read Catuluc, 
(which he did now and then by Reafon ‘of 
the Purity of his Latin Style, ) he fell-upon 
his Koecs, and begg'd of'God to: prevent his 
Imagination from being fullied by the read- 
ing of fucha dangerous Author. 


May 





1702. 


The Two chief Works of Father Pofiuis 
are his Bibliotheca Selea, de ratione ftudiorum, 
publith’d at Rome in 1593. and reprinted at 
Cologne in 1607. And his Apparatus Sacer, 
de Scriptoribus Ecclefiafticss, printed at Venice 
in 1603, and 1606. and then at Cologne in 
1608. The Defign of Father Pofevin in his 
Bibliotheca, was vorfhorten the Labour of 
thofe who are willing to.apply themfelves to 
Study. He treats, inthe Fir Tome, of 
Pofitive, Scholaftick, Moral, and Catechee 
tical Theologyg He gives a Method of in. 
ftru&ing Children, Gc, and fhews how 
Hereticks, Schifmaticks, Jews, Mahome- 
tans, and Idolaters may be converted: 
The Second Tome runs upon Philofophy, 
Civil-law, Phyfick, Mathematicks, Hiftory, 
Poetry, Painting, and Rhetorick. Father 
Dorigny does very much commend that 
Work. The Apparatus Sacer is the largeft 
Colle&tion of Ecclefiaftical Writers , that 


was publifh’d till chen. It confifts of above 
Six Thoufand Authors. 


F. Dorigny made ufe of the following 
Books and Authors to compofe this Life, 
viz. The Hiftory of the Society of Jefus; 
Spondanus ; Florimond de Remond ; the Anna- 
lift Sachin ; Poffevin’s Mufcovy ; his Let- 
ters ; a Wolume in Folia printed at Augfourg, 


which contains feveral Pieces written by 
that Jefuic ; &c, 


An Anonymous Author has publifh’d the 


Book .of Wifdom with Moral Reflexions 
upon-each Verfe. 


Le Livre de la Sageffe en Francois , avec des 
Reflexions morales fur chaque Verfet , pour en 


rendre U'intelligence €% la meditation plus! aifce. 
Paris. 1712,.im 120. .° uk eee 
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